























































































































































































































Overall Results

Mean scores and rankings for each goal by age, sex, discussion group and
region are shown on Charts A and B.

Environmental and energy goals were strongly supported by respondents,
accounting for 7 of the top 8 ranked goals (all with mean scores less than
1.6).

Lowest ranked goals included increases in social services and job and
income guarantees (though the latter were controversial). Also low ranked
were public expenditures for culture and the arts, increased emphasis on
college education, and innovations in education (such as computer use).
Highway development was clearly preferred over development of public
transportation systems, including the metropolitan area.

Variations Among Respondents

Responses varied slightly by place of residence, age, sex, and discussion
group participation; similarities of responses were more pronounced than
were differences, however. With increasing age, respondents were
inclined to be more concerned with crime, more opposed to educational
innovation, more opposed to income equity and job guarantees, were less
interested in outdoor recreational opportunities, more supportive of
highway construction, more opposed to energy and environmental
controls, more opposed to governmental provision of social services
(including public transportation), more supportive of economic develop-
ment (even with environmental sacrifices if necessary), and consider
consumer information less important.

Women were slightly more inclined than men to favor the conservation of
land and energy, support income equity, support cuiture and the arts,
favor consumer information, and place less importance on new road and
highway construction.

Participants were about equally distributed in number among the types of
discussion groups. Responses of discussion group participants indicate
only slight differences, contrary to expectations. Participants in economic
discussion groups indicated a slightly greater emphasis on economic
development and population growth, opposed highway construction
curtailment, and gave less support for controls on energy use. Participants
in environmental discussion groups placed less emphasis on population
and employment shifts from urban to rural areas, more emphasis on the
conservation of energy and land, and tended to support restricting urban
sprawl. Participants in the social discussion groups tended to be more
supportive of income equity, health and education opportunities, job
guarantees, legal counsel, and public transportation.
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Regional Variations

The following represent variations from overall state responses.

Region 1 — Northwest. Strong support for rural population and
employment growth, energy conservation, environmentai
protection and agricultural development, but less concerned
about land preservation. More desire for public services,
including health, education, and recreation than other areas.

Region 2 — Headwaters. Tends to be more concerned with residential
sprawl, supports peat development and school aid; but
opposes income guarantees more than other areas of the
state.

Region 3 — Arrowhead. Strong support for all kinds of economic growth,
with environmental sacrifices if necessary. Strong support
for public-private cooperation and for new highway
construction; low support for agricultural issues. Tends to
be more supportive of public service expansion, including
culture and the arts, day care, guaranteed income, and
particularly education, than other areas.

Region 4 — West Central. Strong opposition to guaranteed income and
income redistribution. Supportive of programs that encour-
age maximum agricuitural production.

Region 5 — (Cass, Crow Wing, Morrison, Todd and Wadena counties).
Supportive of economic development and highways, with
environmental sacrifices if necessary. Strongly opposes
more public services, including education, recreation, legal
services, day care, culture and the arts. Opposes increased
governmental regulation of land, water and energy.

Region 6E — (Kandiyohi, McLeod, Meeker and Renville counties).
Strongly supportive of better highways. Tends to favor
restricting urban sprawl; less opposition to income equity
than other areas.

Region 6W —(Big Stone, Chippewa, Lac Qui Parfe, Swift, and Yellow
Medicine counties). Strong support for economic growth,
with environmental sacrifices if necessary. Emphasizes
protection of the family farm. More inclined to support job
and income guarantees than other parts of the state.

Region 7W — Central Minnesota. Strong opposition to all types of govern-
mental controls over energy, iand use, housing and health.
Favors minimal public services of all kinds including health,
education, transportation, day care. Least support in state
for energy research and development. Among all areas of the
state, the least support for economic expansion.



Region 8 — Southwest. Strong support of agricultural issues, including
control of rural land prices, support of family farms, and
highway construction.

Region 9 — (Blue Earth, Brown, Faribault, LeSueur, Martin, Nicollet,
Sibley, Waseca, and Watonwan counties). Tends to support
protection of agricultural land, more than other parts of the
state.

Region 10 — Southeast. Strongly opposes income equity and job
guarantees. Does not support agricultural issues as strongly
as most other “outstate” areas.

Region 11 — Twin Cities Metropolitan Area. Very strong support for
environmental and energy control measures. Less support
for an urban to rural shift of population and employment
than other areas. Tends to support the curtailment of new
highway construction.

There is strong support in all areas of the state for the number 1 ranked
goal — “encourage the recycling of nonrenewable resources”. The number
2 overall ranked goal — “accelerate solar energy research” — is least
supported in region 7-W. The number 3 ranked goal — “protect areas of
unique or fragile environment” — is least supported in regions 3, 5 and
7-W. The number 4 ranked goal — “develop fuel conservation policies” —
gained least support in regions 5 and 7-W. The number 5 ranked goal —
“establish priorities for water use” — was likewise least supported in
regions 5 and 7-W.

Areas of the state most supportive of shifts in population and employment
from urban to rural areas, include regions 1, 3, 6-W and 9; least supportive
was region 11.

Environmental protection was most supported by the meeting participants
in region 11, and least supported by meeting participants from regions 3,
5, and 7-W.

Agriculture issues were supported most by participants from regions 1,
6-W, and 8 — the western one-third of the state and the most rural area.
Agriculture issues were least supported by the eastern one-third of the
state — or regions 3, 10 and 11.

Regions 2 and 6-E tended to support restrictions on urban sprawl, while
regions 1 and 5 were most opposed.

Economic expansion was supported most strongly in regions 1, 3 and 5
and least supported in region 7-W.

Guaranteed income was most strongly opposed in regions 5 and 10 and
least opposed in region 6-W.

Public/private cooperation was supported in regions 1 and 3, while
opposed in regions 5 and 7-W.

There was general support for energy controls in the state, except in
regions 5 and 7-W.

Moderate support for day care centers was indicated in regions 3 and 11,

but strongly opposed in regions 5 and 7-W.

The Commission on Minnesota’'s Future will take into account the results
of these meetings in its report to the Governor and the legislature. The
information and opinions will be evaluated and considered as background
information — along with a wide range of research materials — in reaching
its conclusions and making its recommendations. While the information
from the questionnaires, summarized here, cannot be considered
representative of broad public opinion, it does represent the valid opinions
of a variety of representatives of business, agriculture, government, labor,
education and civic organizations who have one common interest —
Minnesota’s future.

71




Goal Statements Ranked by Mean

Highest 15

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

72

#39 Adopt policies to encourage the recycling of nonrenewable
resources (such as glass, aluminum, steel, and chrome used in
cars) along with the creation of a market for these materials in the
state.

. #21 Accelerate solar energy research.
. #10 Protect areas of unique or fragile environment (rivers, shorelines,

wilderness and scenic areas) from development that might cause
damage.

. #43 Develop fuel conservation policies that reduce present consump-

tion and assure long range supplies.

. # 2 Establish priorities for water use before water shortages occur.
. #32 Require the use of energy-saving construction methods and

materials for new homes.

. # 6 Reduce crime in the state.
. #36 Establish and enforce strong control measures to proteci the

state’s lakes and streams from pollution.

. # 1 Make it easier to get financing for buying and remodeling older

homes.

#38 Emphasize more individual responsibility for health care (such as
through good nutrition and exercise).

#20 Adopt and enforce strict energy conserving policies in transpor-
tation, land use, and building construction.

#49 Protect land with high agricultural productivity from losses to non-
agricultural activities, such as urban development.

#37 Encourage the expansion of employment opportunities through-
out Minnesota.

#55 Encourage energy conservation through financial incentives (such
as car pools, car licensing costs based on fuel efficiency).

#50 Establish priorities for aliocating energy resources, such as oil and
gas.

Goal Statements Ranked by Mean

Lowest 15

48.

49.

50.
51.
52.
53.
54.

55.
56.

57.

58.

59.
60.

61
62

#40 Develop Minnesota’s peat resources to help meet the state’s
energy needs.

# 3 Encourage a shift in population and employment growth from
urban and metropolitan areas to small towns and and rural areas.

# 5 Achieve greater equality of income among state residents.
#59 Provide day care centers for children of working parents.
#30 Guarantee a job for everyone in the state who wants one.
#61 Provide public financial support for cuiture and the arts.

#58 Develop a rapid transportation network to connect all major cities
of the state.

#15 Curtail the construction of new roads and highways.

#51 Guarantee all adult residents of incomes large enough to meet
basic needs.

#22 Increase the use of the computer as an educational instructional
aid.

#57 Increase emphasis on education beyond college (graduate school
training).

#13 Reduce the amount of energy available for residential use.

#34 Increase the number and kinds of social services that government
provides for people of Minnesota.

. # 7 Discourage persons from moving to Minnesota.

. # 8 Promote the growth of employment opportunities across the state
even if it means a sacrifice of air and water quality.
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materials for new homes.

CHART A — Goals for Minnesota Questiomnaire Crookston| Bemidii Eveleth Fergus Falls| Brainerd Willmar |Montevideo | St. John's Slayton Mankato Rochester | Non-Metro TC Metro State
Responses by Region Region 1 | Regiom 2 | Region 3 Region &4 Region 5 | Reglon 6E [Region 6W | Region 7W Region 8 Region 9 Region 10 Total, (Region 11) Total
[Toral 1 B ) 18 T d % 27 4h 17 41 311 92 40.
. O ] Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Hean o
REY: below 1.6 mean 3.0 mean or above Bi-modal |score| Ranid Score] Rank| Score|Ramk| Score | Rank|Score [Rank| Score|Rani{ ScoreRank] Score|Rank| Score| Ramk| Score |Rank|Score| Rank Score |Ramk Score | Rank Beore ) Rank
I Make it casier to get financing for b d .
e I et & og for buylng and remodeling 53 15 [1.65 | 12 3| @5y 4 @ 3 @ 9| @3] s| 1.96]12 | (1.58| 7] 1.82)17 | 1.80] 12 @ 7 11 @ 9
2. Establish priorities for water use before water shortages occur. @ 3 2 1.5 7 @ 3 1.88 {15 5 @ 3 1.85 6 @ 7 @ 5 1.61 7 @ 4 1.571 10 @ ]
3. Encourage a shift in population and employment growth from urban
and metzopolitan areat to small towns snd reral seess. 1.94 130 |2.64 | 53 | 2.04 | 30 | 2.50 | 44 [2.36 (32| 2.33 | 40| 1.98| 25| =2.85|51 | 2.37] 42 2.00(25 [2.77{ S3 | 2.36| 42| 2.91] 60 |2.49] 49
4. :;:e.mge for school facilities to be open for gemeral community |y g3 |19 [1.62 | 10 | 1.61 | 9 1.78 | 12 |1.62} 7 | 1.72 | 16 | 1.79{ 21| 1.92]10 | 2.09] 28 2.00 |25 |2.19) 29 1.85] 18 | 1.83] 19 |1.85]17
. Achi . .
5. Achieve greater equality of income among state residents 2.35 (48 [2.28 | 41 | 2.26 | 44 2.83 [ 55 | 2.58 |43 | 2.12 | 33 2.24 | 38 2.78 | 48 2.671 53 2.33 138 |2.92] 56 2.51| 49+ 2.431 49 |2.49| 50
6. Reduce crime in the state. 4 @ 7 9 8 |@.38] 2 [(L5) | 15 @ 8 1 19 @ 6 @ 5 1.64] 13 7
7. Discourage persous from moving to Fimnesota. @ 62 |p.19 | 61 62 52 %5@ 62 61| [3.2]] 62 59 61 @ 60 W 52 . B.23] 61 |B.37]61
2. Promote the growth of employment opperturniries across the state n . 5
B . .31 62
_...even 1f it weans a sacrifice of air and water quality. 61 |B.44 | 62 -2 60 61 - 42 62 N 60 62 62 62 61 peaqi62 4B
9. Make options or alterratives (such as open or continuous progress| :
classes) available to all students. 1.74 (24 11.88 | 24 2.04 |32 | 2.39 | 39 }2.36 32 | 1.94 | 26 | 2.32 |44 | 2.29 |28 39 72.36 40 | 2.19(33 | 2.03{30 |2.15]34
10. Protect areas of unique or fragile envirorment (rivers, shore- @
. 3
1ines, wilderress and scenic areas) from development that might @ 5 4 11.83 |20 4 | 1.84 114 3 7 1.92 110 1 1 L-33| 3 1
cause demage. -
11. Reduce inflation in rural land prices. 2.53 |51 [2.43 | 46 |2.45 | 54 | 2.55 | 47 [2.37 |35 | 2.80 | 56 | 2.33 47| 2.35]|30 35 02,76 52 | 2.39| 4k | 2.31]42 [2.38|42
12. Expand public tramsit in Minmesota's cities over 10,000
population. 2.00 (32 [2.11 | 35 24 | 2.43 137 | 1.94 | 27 39 22 2.15 2.03|30 [2.1433
13. Reduce the amount of cnergy available for residential use. 2.72 {58 |2.90 | 58 60 @ 60 @ 58 60 56 3 Ps 59 .0 59
14. Provide more public outdoor recreatfional opportunities. 1.95 {31 [2.56 | 50 49 | 2.81(51 | 2.35 ] 43 41 39 [2.29 2.23 138 |2.39]44
- 1
15. Curtail the coustrucrion of new roads and highways. (7% 159 [2.27 | 40 |i3.09 | 59 2.78 | 54 w 54 59 34 2.65 |50 {2.49| 45 ﬁ( 57 2.33 | 45 .68 | 55
16. Expand che avallability of health care services, especially 1.68 (22 11.76 | 18 11.74 | 16 | 2.05 | 26 |1.79) 11 | 1.83 ) 20 23 | 1.83016 | 1.96 (22 |1.9s| 17| 183017 | 1.94|27 |1.85]18
in rurel aveas. oty Ty B o . T
17. Limit the utilization of the state's unrcnewable resources 1.67 |21 |2.03 | 30 |2.35 | 50 | 1.94 |17 {2.32 |29 | 1.83 | 20 16 | 1.90 |19 9 1.72] 11 | 1.90[20 | 1.84 |21 [1.89 |19
(such as minerals) so that future supplies are available. _
18. Support continuance of family farms as efficient management @ 11 11,75 | 16 |2.26 |44 | 1.94 |20 |1.69| 9 @ 12 4 1 11 |z.22| 30 | 1.71 |13 | 2.12 |35 [1.81 16
organizations. o R Loob 4o [ S S -
19. Provide public work projects for those on public assistance
until they find work. 1.84 |27 |1.76 | 18 |1.91 | 26 | 2.28 | 34 J2.17\ 26 27 16 | 1.83 |18 1.70 |14 [2.17 | 27 | 1.95}22 | 2.05 |32 |1.97 |24
20. #dopt and enforce strict energy conserving policies in
transportation, land use, and building comstruction. f-37)] 5 |1.64 |11 |l.61 | 9 | 1.61 | 8 |2.12]23 |Q.4) ) 8] 1.70|16 20 | 1.77 |15 10 1.6 9 | 1.71(14 8 |1.67 |11
21. Accelerate solar energy research. .21, 3 @ 1 1 @ 1 @ 5 @ 3 @ 2 4 J .4 3 1.4 7 @ 7 Q 1 K3 6 2
22. I‘i‘gfease the use of the computer as an educational dmstructional b o5 (35 |2.67 | 54 |2.30 | 48 | 2.55 | 48 ﬂ 56 | 2.75 | 53 2.87 |57 56 | 2.62 |0 2.94 |57 [2.89| 54 | 2.73|55 | 2.59 [54 [2.70 |57
aid.
23. Encoursge a decrease in the use of automobiles to save emergy- 11.89 (29 |1.93 | 26 |2.26 | 44 {z.zé 32 |2.35)31 | 1.83 | 20 1.80 |22 29 | 2.31139 2.00 |25 [2.10 | 24 | 2.09 |28 | 1.77 |16 2.0l |26
24. FEncourage business to provide more of the needed public 2.21 |40 [2.07 | 31 [2.13 |37 | 2.47 |42 |2.42036 | 2.17| 34| 2.25]39 53 2.13 |31 iﬁa} 43 12.30 | 34 2.29 | 37 2.25 |40 2.28 |37
services and facilities.
25. Provide equal financlal support (the same amount per student) 2.67 [56 |2.00 | 29 [2.35 | 50 f5§ 46 [£.ob| 18 | 2.35| 43| 2.27|40 27 | 2.36 |41 2.47 5 12.54 | 47 | 2.33[39 | 2.53 |52 [2.38 |43
for public schools in all school districts in the state.
26. Restrict the sprawl of residential and cormercial development
ir rural areas. W60 |53 |1.75 | 16 [2.13 | 37 | 2.17 | 29 |2.50] 39 @ 9 29 | 2.26 |26 | 2.05]27 25 12.24 0 31 | 2.11 (29 | 1.83 [20 |2.05 |29
27. roduction of cash grain products (wheat,
saybeans, corn) for export. R.00 |32 |2.14 | 37 |2.13 | 37 | 1.87 | 14 |2.36|32 |/2.29| 38 41| 2.58 |40 | 2.19 |33 2.94 57 |2.92 | 55 | 2.36 |41 | 2.33 |44 [2.35 39
28. Include wore career-orlented education in clementary and ZA 39 |2.32| 43 |2.17 | 40 2.19 | 31 [1.96] 17 | 2.53} 47 2.17 | 37 /[4 36 2.24 {38 2.53 k8 [2.30 | 34 2.26 | 35 2.36 (48 [2.28 |36
secondary schools. i
29. Increase consumer representation in health-care decisions 8 [1.78 | 21 |1.87 |22 | 2.11 |26 |2.04] 19| 2.29| 38] 1.98]25 .33|31 | 2.03 |26 2.47 K5 |2.30 ] 34 | 2.06 |25 | 1.8 [22 |2.01]25
__ (such as rate setting).
30. Guarantee 2 job for everyome in the state who wants one. R.65 155 |£.6N\| 52 [2.43 | 52 /% 52 54| 2.76| 54 A 35| /2,70 45 |/2.42\ 44 A 53 [B.0z | 57 | /2.6A|53 | 2.3 |46 .56\ 52
31. Develop more year-round school programs. R.26 |42 |2.37 | 45 [1.90 | 24 | 2.11 | 26 51 7&5 431 2.70| 55 ﬁ 56 | 2.52 |46 2.41 K3 |2.49 | 46 | 2.49 |48 | 2.35 |47
32. Require the use of energy-saving construction methods and @ 1 @ 8 |1.65 | 14 @ 2 |1.68) 8 @ 12 1.65113 2,151 19 10 2 @ 5 1.61') 8 3
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Crookston |  Bemidji Eveleth |Fergus Fallg Brainmerd 1 Wilimar  |Montevideo |5t. Johns Siayton | Mankato  [Rochester | Nom-Metro| TC Metro { State

Chart A - Page Two Region 1 | Region 2 | Region 3 | Regiom 4 | Region 5 | Region 6E |Reglon 6W [Region 7H | Reglon 8 | Reglon 9 [Region 10 Total Region 11) | Total

(Toral = Ty i 73 18 3 f T8 73 77 77 I7 2 LI 971 403
Hean ean
N N Bi-modal |Mean Mean Mean Mean 1 Mean Mean ean Mean ean ean Mean Mean M
KEY: O Below 1.6 mean [ 3.0 Mean ox above A i Score | Ranmk [Score | Rank |Score | Rank [Score ; Rank Score| Rank Score | Rank |Score | Rank [Score | Rank [Score | Rank [Score | RankjScore | Rank| Score | Rank| Score| Rank |Score | Rank
33. Establish policies which assure water supplies for agricultural ' i
irrigation. 2.31 | 45 |2.35| 44 [2.09 | 36 [2.33 ' 37 |2,15) 25 [2.28| 37 |2.31] 42 34 12.56| 48 {2.54) 47 12.33] 38 [2.34 (40 | 2.20{ 36 [2.31 | 38
34. Iocrease the number and kinds of social services that govern—
ment provides for people of Minnesota. .04 | €0 60 |2.91 | s8 61 |B.iX| e0 60 59 60 | 2.87| 58 60
35. Vake a variety of educational opportunities available to persons ! i
of all ages in schools or their homes through advanced communicd 1.68 | 22 [2.10 | 34 {2.04 | 30 |2.22 | 32 50 2,33} 40 42 | 2.30] 34 12.29 |36 2.05¢ 32 ‘2.210 35
tions (two-way television, video tape, etc.) !
|
36. Establish and enforce strong control measures to protect the ' ! g 2 ‘ 8
state's lakes and streans from pellutionm. 1.53)] 15 {1.69 | 13 [1.56 7 [1.55 4 - 29 6 7 3 11.66 | |
t
37. Encourage the expansion of employment opportunmities throughout I ! .
Hinnesota. 139)] 8 (16| o f1.30 2z l1.94 20 1 .88 25 31 | 1.88| 16 [1.70 112 | 1.891) 24 i1.74 113 .
38. Emphasize more indivicual responsibility for health care (such [ ' ; I
as through good nutrition and exercise). 4 s |1.741 16 [1.78 12 o ! 12 14 11.83{ 13 |1.67 im 7 ‘1.62 | 10
39. Adopt policics to cncourage the recycling of non-remewable T [ f T - -
resources (such as glass, aluminum, steel and chrome used in i p 2 4 4 9 1.47 3 Sy
cars) along with the creation of a market for these materials 1 J1.52) 6 [1.65 14 4 5 1 . .
1a the state. i J
. T
3 M: 's =3 1; ' . !

40. Devel?p innesota's peat resources to help meet the state's 2.4 | 50 |2.18 | 38 |2.00 | 36 |2.47 42 2,69 47 2.67 | 51 49 2.65 | 50 2.45 |46 2,58 53 '2.48B 48
energy needs.

41. Develop senior citizens service centers throughout the state. | 2.12 | 38 |{2.44 | 47 12.00 | 28 12.33 37 2,64, 45  2.33) 40 35 2.35 | 39 2.39 |43 | 2.25|41 (z.36 40

42, TIncrease opportunities for citizems to be involved in decision |

making in the schools. 2.00 | 32 (1.71] 14 (1.91] 26 [2.50 44 {1.71)10 1.82 | 17 31 2,02 19 .94 {21 1.95'28 [1.95 - 23

43, Develop fuel conservation policies that reduce present con- r | : .

suzption and assure long range supplies. 12 3 6 [1.72 11 11.83]13 2 6 ‘ 2 6 1.42) 5 [1.53), 4
- T t

44, Protect the farmer from direct cxposure to intermational : N {

market uncertairtics and variability. 2.60 | 52 Z.BLLAZ 2.48 | 55 §2.73 - 53 ésé 39 (1.94 | 27 33 2.55 | 49 12.30 |38 2.63 55 |2.37 41
L

45, "Assurec acequate leral counsel to all people in civil court T T
cases (such ac rarriage ¢issolution and contract disputes). 2% | 42 |2.50 0 48 [2.43 | 52 |2.61 : 49 [2.79)48 2.72 | 52 39 2.55 | 48 (2-52 lsa  [2.31 }43 b.47 47

46. Develop greater cooperation tetween private industry and - T
Rovernment . 1.63 { 19 [1.96 27 @ 4 11.88 - 15 38 2.22 | 36 30 2.15 | 25 12.06 |26 [1.86 |23 p.o1 27

47. Fnceurage the comstruction of housing which conserves land
(such as town hotses and condominiums). 1.53){ 15 [1.78 20 (1.86 | 21 [2.23 35 2.50 {39  2.00 | 31 [(2.00 | 27 [2.83{ 50 [2.20 34 .76 |16 2.02 |19 [2.08 ;27 [1.90 |25 .04 28

; . i
48. Vake health care services in rural areas easier to get to. @ 15 |1} 25 Jisol 18 |2.00 128 Leslie w17 17117 |1e2| 9 |10 |z fooe 122 2003 |22 186 19 |2.08 (30 l1e1 20
]

49. Protect land with high agricultural productivity frou losses ' ; i .

to non-agricultural activities, such as urban development. 20035 |79 22 [se8)] 5 (196 |17 1.0 12 6 |1.62 | 12 |A.0d\| 14 s f.35)| 2 ‘170 |10 3]1.70 11 1.60 {12 |i.68 12
“50. Establish priorities for allocating eunergy resources, such as i ‘1 |
oil and gas. 1.39) 0 8 l1.71 . 14 |i.62 ) 12 {1.67 | 10 20\ 27 1.83 | 20 (1.77 [ 19 [2.20 | 22 |1.70 |12 65 |13 1.87 |14 1.80 15  |1.65 |14 [1.76 15

51. Cuarantee all adult residents of incomes large emough to j ] T l ) !

meet their basic needs. 6y | 53 E.oa | 59 [2.33 ] 49 ;A 57 |B.23) 59 | 55 |2.35 | 49 |Z.88 | s4 [2.90 |57 pfe9\|51 o\| 51 | 56 45\ |51 6%\ 56
: | )

52. Expand and improve programs to help alccholics aand other 1.88 | 28 |2.07 \ 32 |1.e1] 24 |2.12 ‘ 28 [2.23 28 Jh4 | 46 12,04 130 {2.40 | 32 2,12 130 p.12 |33 2.25 |32 2,16 31 li.99 |29 j2.a1 31

chemically-dependent people. f : ‘ ‘
- 1 :
: ' ; T

53. Develop nmew public transportation systems. £ |37 |2.08| 33 [2.00 | 28 [1.88 | 15 2.14 24 ll,gz, 27 |2.11 | 34 %5\ 42 2.38 |43 |1.82 |17 BR.02 |19 j-13 o .94 |26 [2.08 30

54, Assure adequate health care for residents who camnot afferd ! T
to pay for {t. 1.76 | 25 |2.14 | 36 |1.64 | 13 |2.17 | 29 |2.09 ;21 .83 |20 |1.80 |23 (2,23 |25 |[2.02 |25 [1.88 |20 1.95 |18 1.96 3  p.s1 {17 1.9z 22

- - e — — i — [ — [ !

55 Encourage energy conservation through finanecial incentives ‘
(such as car pools, car licensing costs based on fuel ef- @ 12 {1.96 | 28 [1.90 | 23 |1.94 | 20 fz.11 [22 1.65 |13 & 7 f1.85 [17 @ 11 p.87 15 1.80 6 55y 9 |r.74 ‘14
ficiency). ,

56. Offer citizens a wide choice of housing types and locatioms. 233 L a7 f2.50 ] 49 l2.23 | 43 l2.83 | 55 P.65 {46 2.45 151 |2.60 142 j2.31 a0 2/7\ 53 42 2.46 k7 b.23 b7 |.an las

57. Increase emphasis on education beyond college (graduvate school
training). 2.67 | 56 2.81 ) 56 [2.50| 56 59 R.79 {48 2.83 |57 [2.91 |59 [2.87 |52 |2.90 |56 a 59 58 2.90 58  p.63 P6  [2.84 |58

58. Develop a rapid transportation metwork to commect all major

: . L19 ] 41 (2,44 1 41 .84 (53 2.62 .
cities of the state. 2.31 | 45 |2.55| 50 [2.19 ; 50 12,64 |54 12.92 |55 12.57 |49 [2.69 |51 |2.46 |43 2.58 51 .70 57 |2.60 |54
. Provide & centers for children of working parents. R
59 ovide day care ce: o g P 2.28 | 43 |2.69 | s5 [2.05| 33 [2.41 40 B/1d |s8 2.61 149 [2.64 |53 [3.04 [58 (2.7t |s& |2.29 |37 |2.47 |44 b.62 b2 b.oa |ao 53|51
60. Limit mining expansion in order to protect wilderress areas. Z}Q
mining exp 4 48 12.241 39 [2.71| 57 [2.23§ 35 2.07 133 |2.42 |33 |1.92 |23 l1.88 |20 |2.18 |28 h.22 Ba 1.82 B8 2.13 |32
tal t for culture and the arts. . 1 X

§1. rovide public Fieancial euppor faa fzeel s paa]az 267 [ .61 |52 b.so |49 lo.78 ss  la.s1 155 2.38 {41 2.es ise [2.43 49 Rleo [s3

62. Provide better consumer information so that individuals can
make better decisions on 1 expenditures, such as for 1.78 | 26 |1.85) 23 [1.81| 19 |1.94| 17 .06 (32 Q.92 | 8 [2.15 |32 [2.06 [29 [2.05 |23 .98 |24 [1.71}15 h.32 |21
housing, food, clothing.
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CHART B — Goals for Mimmesota Questionnaire

Responses by Age, Sex, and Discussion ~ Are Male Female Discussion Grou;
Groun T Age 13124 Age925—34 Age 3544 | Age 45-54] Age 55-64 | Age 65/+ N Economic | Fnvironmental] Social | No Groug
O D A o T - 78 i (14 % 29 759 116 110 106 127 60
; . . 3. Bi-modal a: ean lean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Réan Hean
KEY: Below 1.6 mean 0 mean or above Score |Rank Bcore [Rank |Score [Rank /Score| Rank[Score| Rank] Score Rank | Score|Rank{ Score Rank |Score!Rand Score |Rank |Score Rank
i. Make it easier to get financing for burinz ard remodeling
older homes. 1.62 | 17 10 | 1.62 | 7 {1.56) 8|1.62] 9| 1.72| 8 9 @ 10 | 1.65] 11 @ 10 @ 7
£ fore v 2
2. Establish priorities for water use before water shortages occur. € 39 3 €59 11 655 1 659 A @6} 5 é‘s} 5 él’} 6 | 1.62] 9 Q“A 3 é.@ %
3. Encourage a shift in population and erplorment growth from urban .05 | 60 |2.49 | 53} 2.39 512,37 | 37 | 2.59 |41 2.45|46 | 2.60] 55 | 2.36| 38 | 2.81 | 58 2.36] 49
and metropolitan areas to szall towns and rural areas.
4. Arrange for school facilities to be open for general community @ 10 {1.70 17 | 1.85 |15 l1.87 19]2.00f 21| 1.73 |11 1.86 | 17 1.74( 16 | 1.96 21 | 1.79 15 1.73{ 19
use.
]
5. Achieve greater equality of income among state residects. 2.21 49 12.37 45 ! 2.45 | 47 2.52| 52 | 2.70| 55 | 2.48 44
6. Reduce crime in the state. -52 10 19 ! 1.56)| 8 9
+
7. Discourage persons frorn moving te nesota. 2.95 59 61 ! 61
!
€. Promote the growth of cmployrent cppert ies acreoss the state
even if it weans a socrifice of gir and water quality. p-45 | 62 62 62
9. Yake options or zlterratives (such as open cr cortizucus prosress
classes) available to all students. 1.76 24 12.05 34 o] 2-17 ]34 33 2.02f 30
10. Protect areas of vnmique or frazile envizcmment
ines, vilderress ané scenic areas) frem development rhaf o @ & @ 1 L4713 3 @ 3
cause dermage.
11. Reduce inflation im tural land prices. 2.00 | 33 {z2.23 | 40 2.36 42 | 2.32] 40 | 2.55| 47 | 2.28 | 37 2.25] 41
12. Txpard public trarsit in “innesota's cities over 10,000 1.71 | 20 |1.99 | 32 2.15 133 | 2.01] 28 | 2.25| 34 | 2.07 | 3 .06 33
population.
. ; : d '\
13. Reduce the amourt of energy available for residential use. 2.84 58 2.78 58 3 60 d| 60 L2 60 2.89 59 .0 60
14. Provide more public outdoor recreational opportunities. 2.4 | 40 [2.25 | 42 2.34 |40 | 2.41f 47 | 2.55| 46 2.28 | 36 2.31f 45
15. Curtail the comstruction of new roads and highways. 2.05 | 37 |2.62 | 49 ﬁ 57| 2.41] 48 ﬁﬂ 56 ﬂ 49 | 2.56 s6
16. Expand the availability of health care services, especially
in rural areas. 1.76 | 24 f1.79 | 21 1.88 {18 | 1.78] 18 | 1.92| 17| 2.01 | 24 1.67 16
Z il
17. Limit the utilization of the state's unremewable resources B i 1
(such as minerals) so tkat future supplies are available. 1.66 | 18 [1.67 | 14| 1.88 [ 16 11,99y 27{2,05! 22| 2.00]19 | 1.92i23 | L.71| ¥ © 2.00] 24| 1.92 | 19 1.720 17
I : ]
1
18. Support continuance of family farns 25 efficiert zmanagement | 1
organizations. 1.71 | 20 [1.83 | 25} 1.93 1 18 jas1f 15)I.83| 14| 2.74| 9 | 1.84 |16 | 1.79| 19  1.93| 20] 1.77 | 14 179 22
19. Previde public wrk projects for those on public assistance
until they find vork. i 2.00 33 | 1.87 26 | 2.08 | 25 |2.01| 29|1.90{ 17 1.95 |22 2.06| 30 | 1.97| 22 1.98 21 1.98] 29
20. Adopt and enforce strict energy comserving policies in 1 ] —
transportation, lard use, and building constrmction. 8 5 9)1.76| 13) 1.96 |18 | 1.63 {10 | 1.62} 11 10 1.63 12 1.64 14
31. fccelerate solar emergy research. 48 | 8 (@ 2 1 644 3 @ 3| f.e))| 4 (@ 1 @ 4 1 @ 4 @ 1
22. Tncrease the use of the computer as an educational instructional | 2.67 | 56 | 2.61 | 57| 2.53 | 22 |2.72| 56|2.89| 57 | 2.96 |55 | 2.65 |55 | 2.76[ 57 s2| 2.76 | 55 2.66| 57
aid.
23. Encourage a decrease in the use of autcmebiles to save cnergy- 20.| 1.81 | 23} 2.13 [ 30|1.92| 23}2.07] 26| 2.3833 | 1.97 {23 | 2.00| 26 | 1.93] 19 1.89 ] 18 2.06| 33
24. FEncourage business to provide more of the needed public
services and facilities. 2.19 | 43 | 2.4 | 36| 2.20 | 3812.36| 441 2.260 34| 2.69 |46 | 2.30 |24 | 2.20| 37 | 2.37] 40 2.39 | - 42 2.11) 35
25. Provide equal firancial suppert (the sawe amount per student)
for public schools in all school districts im the state. 1.95 | 32 | 2.34 | 44 4112.33 420 2.89 {52 | 2.36 |43 | 2.40] 46 300 2.43| 43 b3y 46
26. Restrict the spravl of residential acd commercial development
in rural areas. 1.70 | 19 | 1.76 | 20 2.11| 27|2.00| 28}2.38| 39| 2.00{19 | 1.99 {27 | 2.07] 31 | 1.98| 23| 1.86 | 17 2.17) 36
27. Encourage maximum production of cash grain products (wheat, "
coybeanc, corny for export. 2.62 | 55| 2.43 | 50| 2.15| 32(2.33 40|2.52] 46| 2.15|26 | 2.32 {39 | 2.39| 44 | 2.27] 35| 4.5 48 2.24] 40
28. Include more career-oriented educaticr in clementary and
secondary schools. 2.40 | 51| 2.37 | 46| 2.40) 4412.25| 37(2.20| 30| 1.89 |14 | 2.26 |36 | 2.25] 38 | 2.29| 36| 2.19 | 35 2.28 43
29. Increase consumer representation in healtk-ctare decisicns 1.98 311 2.00] 2218
(ouch 2e Tate serting). 1.75 | 23| 1. .89} 2112.20 30 2.22|27 | 2.07 |29 | 1.81| 20 | 2.12| 30| 2.02 | 25 1.76] 21
30. Guarantece a job for everyone in the state vho wants ome. 2.28 49 A9 47| 2.59)| 52 Zﬁ 49 ﬁs 52 7@? 51 ?éz 50 2&7 54 | 2.65] 52 Z}a 52 2.34] 47
31. Develop more year-round scheol programs. 57| 2.49 | 52| 2.37; 4O0|2.36| 43 |2.44) 42 @;L 36 | 2.45 (48 | 2.44] 50 | 2.42] 43| 2.48 | 45 2.37] 51
32. Requize the use of energy-saving construction methods and ; @ 71 1.62] 8fl.48)| s @ 71 1,93 |17 @ s @ B s 5 s
materials for new homes.

76




CHART B —— Page Two
Age Male. Female. Discussion Group
I Age 18-24 | Age 25-34 | Age 35-44 Age 45-54 | Age 55-64 | Age 65+ Economic Environmental Socilal No Group
TOTAL RESPONSES 21 92 76 60 X3 29 249 116 110 106 127 60
KEX: OBelow 1.6 mean 3.0 Mean or above Bi-modal | Mean Mean Yean Mean Mean Hean Mean Hean Wean
Meay M
O A Scorq Rank| Score|Rank |Score|Rank | Score|Rank [Score [Rank| Score|Ranid Score |Rank [Score |Rank |Score [Rank | Score [Rank | Scave [Rank
33, Establish policies which assure water supplies for agricultural
tion.
irrigation 2.26 571 2.19| 37 (2.22 | 37 2.19 | 36 | 2.53| 47 | 2.41 | 35| 2.30( 38 | 2.20} 36 [2.23 | 32 2.34 40 2.24 |39
34. Increase the number and kinds of social services that govern—
ment provides for people of Mimmesota. 2.52| 53| 2.91| 60 E 59 59 E 60 61 59 59 59 60 2.93 |59
35. Make a variety of educational opporturities available to persons .
of all ages in schools or their homes through advanced communica— 2.14 1 40 | 2.02] 33 (2.1
tions (two-way television, video tape, etc.) 215 131 1 2.19 | 35 [2.37]37 | 2.71 | 47 : 2,22/ 35 | 2.17] 35 [Z.Se 41 39 2.02 131
36. Establish and enforce strong control measuxres to protect the - ” I
state's lakes and streams from pellutiom. @ 2 @ 3 5 1.61 | 10 |1.63]10 | 1.86 | 12 ‘ 7 p 140 7 7 ; @ 6
37. Encourage the expansion of employment opportunities throughout !
Minnesota. 2.00 33§ 1.62( 12 11.88 | 16 1.66 14 .64 |11 1.65 7 { 1.65]| 11 1.83| 22 6 20 1.65 |11
38. Emphasize more individual responsibility for health care (such +
as through good nutrition and exercise). @ 10 | 1.661 13 11.62 | 9 [1.61 |10 |1.59| 7 [1.62 { 5. 1.67{ 12 {1.49) 7 [1.60)| 8 11 1.65 (12
39. Adopt policies to encourage the recycling of non-remewable
resources (such as glass, alumirum, steel and chrome used in
cars) along with the creation of a market for these wmaterials 1 @ 6 @ 3 3 @ 2 3 2 o 3
in the state. 2 1 2
%40. Develop Minuesota's peat resources to help meet the state's i
energy needs. 60 2.531 55 2.53 | 50 2.42 | 47 2.17 {29 2.69 44 - 2.471 49 EZ.SI 51 2.42 | 42 2.59 ;53 2.47 |54
41. Develop senior citizens service ceaters throughout the state. 2.05| 38 | 2.22) 39 12.48 | 47 | 2.27 | 38 |2.43 |41 | 2.63 | 43 2.35| 41 | 2.33] 41 |2.48 | 44 | 2.38) 41 2.19 (38
42. Increase opportunities for citizems to be involved in decision ’ ]
making in the schools. 1.76 24 1.974 30 ,2.12 29 1.83 17 1.97 |20 2.11 25 1 1.98] 26 1.93} 24 2.07 27 2.03} 27 1.83 |24
43. Develop fuel conservatior policies that reduce present con- '
surption and assure long rarge supplies. 4 3 1.6l 6 1 5 11.75 | 10 ;{1.52)t 4 M1.45) 3 |[1.50 4 @ 2 1.5 -5
44 . Proteet the farmer from direct expasu:eAto international
rarket uncertainties and varizbility. 2.10 | 39 2.48] 51 2.66 55 2.34 | 42 2.22 132 29 2.44 1 45 12.28| 39 2.52 45 2.29 | 38 2.36 (48
45. Assure adequate legal counsel to all people in civil court
cases (such as marriage ¢issolution and contract disputes). 2.25 | 46 1 2.32)43 12,60 | 54 |2.38 |46 [2.55 |49 53 0 2.52] 51 }2.34]42 |2.66 | 54 | 2.50] 47 2.26 |42
46. Develop greater cooperation tetween private industry and 1
governrent . . 47 11.93| 29 2.00 23 1.88 | 20 |2.06 {23 2.28 § 30 f 1.95| 21 2.08 | 34 1.88 | 16 2.15] 32 1.97 |28
47. TFneourage the construction of housing which conserves land 1.94 | 31 1.68 ] L 1
(such as town houses and condominiuss). 68|16 2.15 |32 12,05 |30 12.07 124 |2.59 142 | 1.99128 12.04|29 |2.08 |28 | 2.03]28 1.92 |25
48. Make health care services in rural areas easiexr to get to. 1.76 24 [1.82 |24 .04 24 1.93 24 1.97 119 2.00 19 i 1.97 | 24 2.00 24 2.02 126 1.80 (23
49. Protect land with high agricultural preductivity from losses
to non-agricultural activities, such as urban develcpment. 4 9 1.73 10 1.62 {13 |1.75 (12 2.00 19 1.71113 1.83 15 1.53 8 1.58 9
50. Establish priorities for allocating energy resources, such as
01l and gas. 10 | 1.67 | 14 .74 11 1.61 | 10 11.94 (18 1.89 14 : 1.794 15 1.62( 12 1.77 14 1.737 13 1.65 {13
51. GCuarantee all aduit residerts of incomes large emough to
meet their basic reeds. 2 49 N 53 51 2.69 55 [2.82 i56 58 | 2.74| 56 .5 53 [2.90 57 57 52
52. Expand and improve programs to help alccholics and other
chemically-dependent people. 1.90 | 30 2.07 | 35 2.21 36 2.06 31 2.13 |28 2.07 24 2.10¢ 31 2.08( 32 |2.18 31 2.161| 33 1.9§ 27
53. Develop new public tramsportation systems- 1.6 ( 16 { 1.91(27 (2.12 | 28 (2.07 | 32 |2.26 |34 |2.29 | 31 | 2.07] 30 } 2.00{ 26 |2.10) 29 | 2.00} 23 2.04 |32
54. Assure adequate health care for residents who camnot afford
to pay for it. 1.81 28 | 1.74| 18 [1.97 21 1.93 25 12.07 |26 | 2.04 23 | 1.89| 19 1.90| 23 1.92 18 2.03| 28 1.73 |18
55. Emcourage energy conmservation through financial incentives
(such as car pools, car licensing costs based on fuel ef- 1.86 | 29 8 .80 | 13 |1.82 | 16 |1.84 |15 | 1.89 | 14 | 1.73) 14 | 1.72| 15 |1.73| 13 | 1.78 16 1.66 |15
ficiency).
56. Offer citizems a wide choice of housing types and locations. 2.57] 54 | 2.22( 38 (2.36 ] 39 | 2.34 [ 41 |2.67 |50 | 2.81 | 49 | 2.43] 44 | 2.39] 45 2.57| 50 2.18 | 37
57. Increase emphasis on education beyond college (graduate school
training). . 52 2.84| 59 2.81 58 2.81 58 .0 58 .8 439 2.81) 58 | 2.83( 58 2.76| 56 2.66 | 58
58. Develop & rapid transportation network to comnect all major
cities of the state. 2,15} 42 2.58] 56 2.55 | 51 2.45 | 48 |2.79 {54 56 2.54 53 | 2.66| 56 2.59{ 50 2.52| 55
59. Provide day care centers for children of working parents. 2.21| 44 2.29| 41 [2.44 | 45 2.63 | 54 |2.75 151 | 2.71 47 2.54 52 | 2.34f 42 | 2.62 49 2.48) 45 2.36 | 49
60. Limit mining expansion in order to protect wilderness areas. 1.5 15| 1.93) 28 |2.11| 26 1.97'1 26 2& 44 38| 2.14| 32| 1.95 25 [ 2.24( 33 2.03( 30 1.96| 26
61. Provide public fimancial support for culture and the arts. 2.00| 33 48 |2.49 | 48 | 2.58 | 53 |2.78 (53 59| 2.62 54 | 2.44 49 | 2.65| 51| 2.68 54 2.47{ 53
62. Provide better comsumer information so that individuals can
make better decisions on personal expenditures, such as for @ 14 | 1.80( 22 [1.92% 20 1.84 | 18 |2.10 |27 | 2.36| 32| 1.98 25! 1.78 17 | 2.00| 24 1.994 22 1.75| 20
‘housing, food, clothing.




APPENDIX F

.

STATE GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBILITY
FOR FUTURE TASKS

This matrix attempts to assign responsibilities for future
tasks (identified on Page 46 ) to state government agen-
cies, based upon general descriptions of responsibility in
the State Functional Analysis Report No. 3, prepared by
the Bureau of Program, Management and Budget Coordi-
nation of the State Department of Administration in
April 1975. This should not be considered as a precise
determination of who should or who should not have
responsibility for the tasks identified. The intent here
is to compare, in a general way, the present structural
capability of state government with some of the tasks
that lie ahead.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE GOVERNMENT

Abstractors Board

Academy of Science

Accountancy Board

Administration

Aeronautics

Agriculture

Architects, Engineers & Land Surveyors Board

Attorney General
Barber Board

Boxing Commission

C.A.AP.C.

Chiropractic Examining Board

Civil Air Patrol
Commerce

Commission for the Handicapped

Commission on Minnesota's Future

Community College Board

Corrections

Corrections Ombudsman

Cosmetology Board

Dentistry Board

Disabled American Veterans

Economic Development

Education

Electricity Board

Energy Agency

Environmental Quality Council

Employment Services

Finance

Governor's Commission on Crime

Governor’s Manpower Office

Health

Higher Education Coordinating Commission

Higher Education Facilities Authority

Highway

FUTURE TASKS

. Meet future energy needs

. Manage land and water resources

. Conserve non-renewable resources

Develop renewable resources

Encourage durability of consumer products

Promote socially fenvironmentally beneficial decisions

Encourage individual responsibility

o Njo|olslw|p]=

Take account of personal freedom

©

Take account of value conflicts

-
o

Evaluate individual /social /economic/environmental trade-offs

11.

Consider preferences, expectations, values

12.

Establish overall state guidelines

13.

Make comprehensive information available

14.

Assess needs, set action priorities

15.

Measure policy costs and benefits

16.

Anticipate unintended policy impacts

17.

Foresee/evaluate emerging needs

18.

Develop flexible decision making

19.

Improve citizen participation

20.

Set standards for human services

21.

Develop public/private relationships

22.

Generate capital resources

23.

Determine qualitative measures of human progress

24.

Establish contingency plans

25.

Influence external policy
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Historical Society

Horticultural Society

Human Rights

Indian Affairs Commission

Investment Board

Iron Range Resources & Rehabilitation Commission

Labor and Industry

Lieutenant Governor

Liquor Controi

Livestock Sanitary Board

Mediation Services

Medical Examiners Board

Military Affairs

Minnesota Educational Computing Consortium

Minnesota Housing Finance Agency

Minnesota Safety Council

Minnesota State Retirement System

Minnesota Wisconsin Boundary Commission

Municipal Commission

Natural Resources

Nursing Board

Nursing Home Administration Board

Office of Economic Opportunity

Optometry Board

Personnel

Pharmacy Board

Podiatry Board

Poliution Control Agency

Psychology Board

Public Defender

R.E.R.A.

Public Safety

Public Service

Public Wetfare

Revenue

Secretary of State

Sibley House

Society for Prevention of Cruelty

Southern Minnesota River Basins Commission-

State Arts Council

State Board of Assessors

State Auditor

State College Board

State Ethics Commission

State Planning Agency

State Treasurer

Tax Court

Teacher’s Retirement Association

United Spanish American War Veterans

University of Minnesota

Veterans Affairs

Veterans Home

Veterans of Foreign Wars

Veterinary Examining Board

Watchmakers Board

Water Resources Board

Zoological Board
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APPENDIX G
SELECTED OPINION POLLS

Minneapolis Star
November 27,1975
Page 3H

List of greatness
causes suggests
changing values

4 NEW YORK — The Ameiican
spublic seems to feel that cconomic,
bmaterial and military pcewer con-
tributed most to American's great-
stess in the past, the Harris Survey
vreports. In looking to the future,
“However, the public is concerned
*q4bout social justice and the quality
-of life.

(c) 1975 by the Chicago Tribune. World Rights Reserved.

‘In the survey, the public was
asked if it thaught each of 23 na-
fional attributes had been a '"'ma-
jor'" or "minor'' contributor to past
greatness or hardly a contributor at
dll. The questions about the future
were phrased in a similar way.

~'The results suggest the change in
Vvalues that is taking place in the
*mid-1970s:

-~ In the past, the public believes,
«pich natural resources and a hard-
“Working people were two main rea-
sons for national greatness. Nine-
ty-one percent consider natural re-
“sources a vital contributor in the
past. But only 79 percent see them
as the key to America's future,
causing this attribute to slip from
first to fifth place in importance.
"Hard-working peonle' is seen by
87 percent as a major cause cf past
greatness, but only 78 percent see
it as a key to the future. "Hard
work' has fallen from the third
most important contributor to sixth
place as a key national trait.

The military strength is viewed
-as a key element in the past great-
ness by 80 percent. Looking to the
future, however, only 73 percent
see it as a key. This means that
military defense has fallen from
'sixth to 11th place in importance.

In contrast to the declining im-
portance of military power is the
growing value the public attributes
to the United States’ ability "'to get

along with other countries," which
jumps from 12th place to seventh
place for the future.

Two attributes that the public
feels were highly important to the
nation's past greatness are also
considered crucial for the future,
however. At the top of the list is
"industrial know-how and scien-
tific progress.” A second key item
is "allowing people to own private
property."

These  national attributes also

-are becoming increasingly impor-

tant in determining future great-
ness:

"Living under a system of guar-
anteed individual freedom" is
viewed as the fourth most impor-
tant contributor from the past. It
jumps to second place for the days
ahead.

The right to mobility is thought
to be fifth most important in the
past but moves up to fourth place
for the future.

"People of different ideas re-
specting the rights of others'' ranks
eighth among elements of the past.
For the future, the commitment to
pluralism moves to seventh.

Equality -of opportunity moves
from a ranking of 11th as a past
contributor to greatness to eighth
for the future.

"A free, unlimited education ts
all qualified" moves from 10th
place to ninth.

LOUIS HARRIS has been engaged in pub-

lic opinion research for more than 25

years, specializing in political and mar-
ket research.



Minneapolis Star
December 4, 1976
Page 6G

(c) 1975 by the Chicago Tribune. World Rights Reserved.

Change favored over shortages

NEW YORK—Americans would
rather change their lifestyle than
{ace the prospect of continued in-
flation, shartages and repeated re-
cessions.

A majority of a cross-section of
1,497 adults surveyed recently gave
these reasons for their choice:

"It is better fo change the way
we live than to risk economic trou-
hle."

“"Such a change is the only way
to cut down inflationary pres-
sures.”

"We don't nced 21l we now buy
to still live well."

“We're too materialistic and
spoiled and we waste tco much.”

Sixty-one percent think it is
"morally wrong" for the people of
the United States, who compriss 6
percent of the world's population,
to consume an estimated 40 percent
of the world's output of energy and
raw materials. Twenty-three per-
cent diszgree. Plus, the public re-
ports that it {s ready to cut back
consumption to correct what 68
percent feel are “‘wasteful” buying
habits.

Tc reduce erain and meat con-
sumption, 91 perceni are willing to
have one meatless day a week (7
percent are not), 91 pereent would
agree to eat more vegetables and
less meat for protein (7 percent are
not) and 78 percent would agree
to stop feeding ""all-beef products'
to pets (15 percent would not).

Ninety percent would be willing
to "do away with changing cloth-
ing fashions every year" (7 percent
waould not) and 73 percent would
agree to “'wear old clothes, even if
they shine, until they wear out' (22
percent would not).

In housing, people appear to be
ready for quite radical changes:
Seventy-three percent would favor
"prohibiting the building of large

s Harris
F
Survey

houses with extra rooms that are
seldom uscd'; 66 percent would
support ''doing away with second
housecs where people go weekends
and vacations''; a 57 percent major-
ity would Jike to sce it Ymade much
cheaper to live in multiple-unit
apartnients than in single houses.”

THE PAPER and packaging area
is also one rhat the public views
a3 being wasteful. Ninety-two per-
cent say they would be willing to
"reduce thc amount of paper tow-
els, haps, tissues, napkins, cups
angd other disposables tc save en-
eray and to cut pollution.” A 90
percent majority would support
“cutting down sharply on the plas-
tic hacs and packaging that most
products are snid in,” and &3 per-
cent would opt for "using wood
and natural fibers {or packaging
products." i

In the automoiive area, 92 per-
cent would he willing to ""eliminats
annual model changes in automo-
biles,”" and 79 percent would agree
to “'drive cars to 100,000 miles be-
fore junking them."

When faced with the argument
that "if people buy less, then less
will be produced, and that could
mean fewer jobs," .68 percent said
they would be willing to work
shorter hours to share the work
that would remain (21 percent dis-
agreed).

But 48 percent balk at the nn-
tion of taking a cut in pay for
their shorter work wcek, though
40 percent say they would.

LOUIS HARRIS has been engaged in pub-
lic opirion rescarch for more than 23
vears, specializing in political and mar-
ket researrh.

Minneapolis Tribune
June 15,1976
Page 9B

Reprinted with permission from the
Minneapolis Tribune

Few are enthusiastic
on Legislature's work

Copyright 1976 Minnesanolis Tribune

For every Minnesotan who thinks
the 1976 session of the Legislature
was excellent or good, there are
three others who rate it poor or
only fair, the Minneapolis Tribune's
Minnesota Poil finds.

The session was adjourned April 7
amid bitter controversy between
the House and Senate over legisla-
tion for a new sports stadium and
for a tax rebate. Many legislators
themselves were openly critical of
the way business before the Legis-
lature was conducted.

To gauge the public's reaction, poll
interviewers phoned a sampling of
606 men and women last month
and asked:

"The Minnesola Legislature re-
centlv finished its 1976 session.
Considering the session us a whole.
would you rate the performance nf
the Legislature this year as excel-
lent, good. only fair, or pnor?”

The replies:

All types of state residents analyz-
ed in the survey were more critical
than they were favorable about the
session. Those who were more fav-
orable than average included Min-
nesotans under 26 years of age,
Demacratic-Farmer-Laborites, lib-
erals and residents of northern
Minnesota.

Independent voters were the most
critical of the Legislature. Fifty
percent of them rated this year's
session only fair and an additional
_23 percent said it was poor, a total

Minnesota
Poll

of 73 percent unfavorable. That
compares with 62 percent unfavor-
able for all Minnesotans.

Others who were more critical than
average included people from
households where the yearly in-
come exceeds $15,000 and people
living in outstate cities.

When a balanced sampling of Min
nesotans was interviewed [ace-to-
face a year ago about the 1975 ses-
sion, which involved most of the
same lawmakers, the ratings were
almost identical to the current
ones: excellent, 1%; good, 22%;
only fair, 47%; poor, 14%; nnt
sure, 16%.

‘Though critical of the entire Legis
lature, people in the 1975 study
tended to feel they personally were
well represented in St. Paul.

This Minnesota Poll is based on
telephone interviews with 606 men
and women over 18 throughout
Minnesota. As a scientifically bas-
ed opinion survey, it provides an
approximation of the response that
could be expected if all adult Min-
nesotans had been interviewed.

Results of such surveys are subject
to sampling error. For a random
sample of this size, it is possible
to say that the error will not ex-
ceed ahout 4 percentage points el-
ther way. Since this sample is tak-
en only [rom telephone owners,
the error may be slightly larger
than for a completely random sam-
ple. For subsamples of the entire
survey—for example, the opinion
of independent voters alone—the
error could he larger.
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70% distrust
our political
institutions,

mass media

Copyright 1976 Minneapolis Tribune

Nearly seven out of every 10
Minnesotans are distrustful to
some degree of their political in-
stitutions and the mass media.

Despite the view of many older
people that the young are most
critical of today's society, young
Minnesotans — by a wide margin
— are the least distrustful of any
age group in the state.

And the middle-aged and elderly,
regarded by some young people as
defenders of the status quo, are
the most cynical about political
and media institutions.

These findings emerge from a
study of data collected by the Min-
neapolis Tribune's Minnesota Poll
and reported in Sunday's Tribune.
That report dealt with state resi-
dents' views on elections, elected
officials, television news, news-
papers and advertising claims, as
well as social issues.

Using the replies to the six politi-
cal and media questions in that
survey, a ''trust index" was con-
structed by Quayle, Plesser & Co.,
the Poll's consultants.

The six questions were in the form

Poll continued on page 6A

Reprinted with permission from the
Minneapolis Tribune.

Continued from page 1A

of statements with which re-
spondents were asked to agree or
disagree:

*"Yoy can gererally trust what an.

elected official says."

“Elections are less important than
they used to be.”’

"Elected officials don't pay atten-
tion to what their constituents
think."

"You can generally believe adver-
tising claims."

"You can generally believe what
you read in the newspapers."

"You can generally believe what
you see and hear on TV news
programs."'

Here is how the ''trust index"
looks over-all and with men and
women separated:

All
Adults Men Women
Very cvnical 28 24 30
Somewhat

cynical 41 40 42
Somewhat
trusting 19 20 19

Very trusting 12 16 9
1009, 100% 1009,

Each person questioned was scored
on a scale of plus 1 for each state-
ment he agreed with, minus 1 for
each statement he disagreed with
and 0 if he had no opinion or was
unsure. The sum of the six replies
placed each respondent somewhere
on a 13-point scale running from
plus 6 to minus 6, with zero
counted as the midpoint.

(Four categories were then created:
Very trusting, plus 6 to plus 3;
somewhat trusting, plus 2 or plus
1; somewhat cynical, 0 to minus 2:
very cynical, minus 3 to minus 6.)

The most marked variations in
cynicism-trust ratings among the
sample was found between differ-
ent age groups. Forty-four percent
of those 18-25 and 40 percent of
those 26-34 fell into either the
"somewhat trusting'" or ‘very
trusting' groups.

By contrast, only 26 percent of
those "between 50 and 64 are in
that category.

The only other statistically signifi-
cant variations from the over-all

trust-cynicism figures were found
when respondents were separated
by political party affiliation and by
ideological preferences.

Those who identified themselves
as Republicans were markedly less
cynical than either DFLers or in-
dependents. Sixty-one percent of
Republicans fell into either the
"somewhat cynical'' or "very cyn-
ical" categories, while 70 percent
of both DFLers-and independents
were classified that way.



APPENDIX H
REFERENCES CITED

10.

11.

. Minnesota Tax Study Commission, Preliminary Recommendations to

the Governor and Legislature, (St. Paul, Minnesota: Minnesota Tax
Study Commission, 1973).

Wilfred Owen, “Transportation and Human Settlement,” (Vancouver,
Canada: United Nations Conference on Human Settlement, 1976), p.
13, mimeographed.

. Peter A. Morrison, Toward a Policy Planner’'s View of the Urban

Settlement System, (Santa Monica, California: The Rand Corporation,
1975), p. 5.

Minnesota Crop and Livestock Reporting Service, Minnesota Farm
Income — 1975, (St. Paul, Minnesota: Minnesota Crop and Livestock
Reporting Service, 1976).

. Minnesota Department of Agriculture, Statistical Summary of Annual

Agriculture Reports Filed With the Minnesota Department of
Agriculture for Calendar Year 1975, (St. Paul, Minnesota: Minnesota
Department of Agriculture, 1976).

Upper Midwest Council, “Agriculture and Energy in the Upper
Midwest,” (Minneapolis, Minnesota: Upper Midwest Council,
forthcoming.)

. Minneapolis Rental Task Force, The Crisis in Rental Housing,

(Minneapolis, Minnesota: Minneapolis Rental Task Force, 1976),
pp. 13-14.

“World Health Organization Constitution, “ World Health Chronicle,
(1974).

Dennis L. Meadows, et al., The Limits to Growth, (New York: Club of
Rome, 1972).

Mihajlo D. Mesarovic and Eduard Pestel, Mankind at the Turning
Point, (New York: Club of Rome, 1974).

Mihajlo D. Mesarovic, “America’s Future: World Trends and
Problems,” Paper prepared for the Lake Itasca Seminar, Minneapolis
Foundation, 1975, pp. 25-26, mimeographed.

83






